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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC§ 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in pubUc use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

1 . Claims 1, 2, 7, and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Deweese et al. (US 6,377,894). 

Regarding claims 1, 2, 7, and 8, Deweese et al. teaches providing a calibration device 
capable of calibrating the instrument (see Ref 270); providing a database having a calibration 
procedure for the instrument (see Ref 280 and column 6, hnes 46-49); connecting the calibration 
device to the instrument while the instrument is on-site (column 6, hnes 39-40); connecting the 
calibration device to the database (column 6, hnes 48-49); and accessing the calibration 
procedure in the database to cause the calibration device to calibrate the instrument (see Fig. 
6A), 

Regarding claim 2, Deweese et al. teaches providing the database on portable storage 
media (see Ref 280); and providing an on-site media access device for enabling the calibration 
device to access the database on the portable storage media (see Ref 270). 

Regarding claim 7, Deweese et al. teaches a calibration device capable of calibrating an 
instrument (Ref 270), a database having a calibration procedure for the instrument (Ref 280), 
means for connecting the calibration device to the instrument while the instrument is on-site 
(column 6, hnes 39-40), means for connecting the calibration device to the database to access the 



Application/Control Number: 10/629,445 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2863 

calibration procedure in the database to cause the caUbration device to calibrate the instrument 
(column 6, lines 48-49 and Fig. 6A). 

Regarding claim 8, Deweese et al. teaches portable media containing the database (Ref. 
280), and wherein the means for connecting the cahbration device to the instrument includes a 
portable computer for accessing the portable media on-site (see Ref 270). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 3, 4, 9, and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Deweese et al. in view of York et al. (US 6,571,191). 

Deweese et al. teaches all of the Hmitations of claims 3,4,9, and 10 except the limitation 
of providing the database at an internet-accessible remote site, and providing on-site internet 
access for connection to the database at the internet-accessible remote site (current claim 3), 
providing password-activated access to the remote site database and providing a password 
enabling on-site access to the remote database via the intemet (current claim 4), a computer 
located off-site and containing the database, intemet access means for accessing the database via 
the internet, and password-protection means for limiting access to the database via the intemet 
(current claim 9); and password protection means limiting access to the off-site computer 
database (current claim 10). 
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Regarding claims 3 and 9, York et al. teaches remotely recalibrating a system (see 
abstract) by downloaded information via an intemet connection (column 5, lines 25-26). 

Regarding claims 4, 9, and 10, York et al. teaches password protection to prevent 
unauthorized access (column 2, Hnes 44-46). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to 
combine the teachings of Deweese et al. with the teachings of York et al, to teach password 
protection of calibration data accessed over the intemet. The motivation for making this 
combination would be to prevent unauthorized access (column 2, lines 44-46 of York et al.), but 
allow a portable instrument to be calibrated anywhere that has Intemet access for increased 
flexibility. 

3. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Deweese et al. in 
viewofPatel (US 5,918,191). 

Deweese et al, teaches all of the limitations of claim 5 except the limitation of providing 
on-site means for printing a certificate of calibration and printing the certificate upon successful 
calibration of the instrument. 

Regarding claim 5, Patel teaches printing a calibration certificate to prove accurate 
calibration (column 3, lines 16-18). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to combine the teachings of Deweese 
et al. and Patel to print a calibration certificate. The motivation for making this combination 
would be to prove that the instrument has been cahbrated to a specified standard (column 2, lines 
5-7). 
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4. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Deweese et al. in 
view of Kawashima (JP 1 1 194162). 

Deweese et al. teaches all of the limitations of claim 6 except the Hmitation that the 
database includes calibration procedures for a plurality of different instruments. 

Kawashima teaches a database on a host computer that has calibration data for different 
instruments stored on it (abstract). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to 
combine the teachings of Deweese et al. with the teachings of Kawashima to include calibration 
procedures for a plurality of instruments. The motivation for making this combination would be 
to have a single location for retrieving calibration data for many instruments, which would save 
time and money if it were necessary to calibrate several different instruments in a short period of 
time. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Meagan S Walling whose telephone number is (571) 272-2283. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 8:30 AM to 5 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Barlow can be reached on (571) 272-2269. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
appHcations is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866--2 17-9 197 (toll-free). 
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Supervisorv Patejft Examiner 
Technology Center 2800 



